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RemarifR/ Araumfinte 



In the Final Office Action dated October 9, 2007, it is noted that claims 1 20 flI - 
Pend.ng; that Cairns 1. 2 , 5 and 20 stand ^ under 35 £ « ^ ^ 

cla.ms 1,5, and 7-10 stand rejected under35 U.S.C. §102 

By this response, entry of this response, reconsideration of the application and 
ailowance of the claims are respectfully requested. appl.cat.on, and 

Rejection Of Claims 1, 2, 5, And 20 Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 1, 2. 5 and 20 stand rejected under 35USP sm? a o. ■ 
by US Patent D § 02 as be,n 9 anticipated 

Cl 1 is l H rPe " ne ^ ™ S refeC "° n " ~*"»* "~. 

direct ° ,aim "° m whteh *»« 2. * and 20 depend 

defined in claim 1 . conversion of the video signals, as 

no, jzzi*zzz r T/ r ,he present °*» **»• 

one o, ,he converted * ^ « "» ~" — * 

s,gna! and (he processed second video signa.; and providing 
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the selected video signal from the second stage selecting step as an output " Penney 
cons.stently provides two different and unselected outputs labeled as "NTSC OUT" and 
HDTV OUT" as the outputs of his system. Moreover, since Penney does not teach any 
process.ng" of the video signals. Penney cannot be construed to teach that a selection 
could be made between two signals wherein one signal is "the processed second video 
wgnal . In fact. Penney's auxiliary selector always provides as outputs both a standard 
s«gnal and its HDTV counterpart, regardless of whether the selected input is an HDTV 
signal or a standard analog format signal. 

In light of these important differences, it is submitted that Penney does not 

Zt^Z 7 p SU99eSt w a " 6,ementS defined ^ 1- As a result, it is further 
submitted that Penney does not anticipate or make obvious the limitations defined in 

c airns Tr 72* direCt ' y dSPendent there0a Th6refore ' if is be,ieved that 

^ a " OWable ^ 35 U S C - § 102 an « 35 U.S.C §103 
Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. ' 

Rejection of Claims 3-4 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

PennJ^ ^ ^ 35 ^ §1 ° 3 38 -Patentable over 

Penne „ v.ew of U.S. Patent 4.743.958 to Bannister et al. (hereinafter 'Bannister, 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants submit that these two claims are patentable based upon their direct 

Z7"V° m claim 1 - because Bannls,er ,ails ,o cure -'--in*. Z 

teachings of Penney as applied to claim 1 . 

dlsc„ s !Tr r . Wa3 '° Pe " neV b6CaUSe " — ~« "*» "—ey <*f no, 

disclose tta l,m«a„on of one of the video formats being -a YUV video format- See m 
eresen, OVce Aden atpage 5 . Banniste , 3 atleged , ^ ' 

response and. for the sa* 8 of brevity, * M be repeated herein. From he pno 
features of ,1, generatrng an internal componen. video signal in a particular format" (2) 

(4 selL in 7' C ° m T n ' " ide ° S ' 9na ' and ^ >™ d *- *** *- 
Elected video s,gna, from the *rs, stage selecting step, and the processed second 
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video signa.; and (5) providing the selected video signal from the second stage 
select^ step as an output. Thus, Bannister and Penney do not teach, show or 
suggest the elements defined in claims 3 and 4, both dependent from claim 1 

In light of the remarks above, it is believed that the elements of claims 3 and 4 
would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art upon a reading of 
Penney and Bannister, either separately or in combination. Thus, it is submitted that 
cla-ms 3 and 4 are a,.owab.e under 35 U.S.C. §103. Withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims 5 and 6 under 35 U.S. C. §103 

Claims 5-6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable over 
Penney ,n view of U.S. Patent 6,697,1 10 to Jaspers et al. (hereinafter -JaspenO This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants submit that these two claims are patentable based upon their 
dependence from claim 1, because Jaspers fails to cure the deficiencies in the 
teachings of Penney as applied to claim 1. 

Jaspers was added to Penney because it was stated that Penney did not 
d.sCose the step o, "utilizing a video forma, matn* converter" as defined in claim 6 from 
wh,ch cla,m 7 depends directly. See the pnsent Office „c»o„ at page 5 Jaspers' 
alleged teachings were described in a prior response and. for the sake of brevity will 
no, be repeated herein. From the pnor response, i, should be apparent tha, Jaspers 

sZlt J-T" 0r8Ug9eS, ^ S ' ePS °' 9e " era,l "9 - interna, component video 
signal ,n a parhcular format; processing the received firs, and second video signals- 
selecting. ,n the ft* stage, one of the interna, component video signa, and 2 
p™d rst input video signal; seeing, in the second stage, one o, he convll 

step, and the processed second video signal; and providing the selected video signal 

teach, show, or suggest the elements defined in claims . and 7. both dependent from 

would no.'T "I" 16 ,emarl<S ab ° Ve ' " " be " eVed ,ha » ,he e,emente * <**» 6 and 7 
would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary s ki „ in the art upon a reading o, 
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Penney and Jaspers, either separately or in combination. Thus, it is submitted that 
cla.ms 6 and 7 are allowable under 35 U.S.C. §103. Withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims 8, 11-16 and 19 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 8, 11-16 and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
unpatentable over Penney in view of U.S. Patent 5,325,131 to Kim et al. (hereinafter 
Kim ). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 8 and 15 are independent apparatus claims including limitations 
substantially similar to those found in method claim 1. Claims 11-14 depend either 
d.rectly or indirectly, from claim 8. Claims 16 and 19 depend directly from claim 16 

Kim was added to Penney because it was stated that "Bannister et al [sicj 
explicitly does not disclose the claimed first and second video processors • See the 
present Office Action at page 7. But Kim does not cure the deficiencies of Penney with 
respect to the 'internal component video signal", "a second switch", "a component video 
format output" (claim 8), and "means for providing ... an output" (claim 15) For all the 
reasons recited above and with respect to the application of Penney to claim 1 it is 
subm,tted that Kim and Penney do not teach, show, or suggest the elements defined in 
■ndependent claims 8 and 15 and the claims dependent thereon, namely, claims 11-14 
and claim 16 and 19, respectively. 

In light of the remarks above, it is believed that the elements of claims 8 11-16 
and 19 would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art upon a 
read,ng of Penney and Kim, either separately or in combination. Thus, it is submitted 
that claims 8. 11-16 and 19 are allowable under 35 U.S.C. §103. Withdrawal of this 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims 9, 17, and 18 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 9. 1 7, and 18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable 

lZ27 ev yiew Kim and further in view of Bannister This re]ection is res P ectful, y 

Claim 9 depends directly from claim 8. whereas claims 17 and 18 depend either 
d,rectly or ,ndirect,y. from Cairn 15. Bannister was added to the combination of Kim and 

10 



PACE 10/13 * RCVD AT 12/7/2007 3:50:43 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/15 " DNIS: 2738300 ' CSID:609 734 S888 * DURATION (mm-ss): 14-58 



DEC 07 2007 16:00 FR THOMSON LICENSING 609 734 6888 TO 8, 15712738300 P. 11 



CUSTOMER NO.: 24498 

PATENT 
PU010185 

Penney because it was said that the latter combination of references did not disclose 
the Hm.tat.on of the various formats including an RGB video format and a YUV video 
format. See present Office Action at page 9. 

As already discussed above with respect to independent claims 8 and 15 Kim 
and Penney fail to teach, show, or suggest at least the limitations of "internal 
component video signal", "a second switch", "a component video format output" (claim 
8). and "means for providing ... an output" (claim 15). As already discussed above with 
respect to the correspondingly similar limitations in claim 1 . the addition of Bannister to 
Penney does not cure the deficiencies in the teachings of Penney with respect to at 
least these limitations. By extension, it can be said that the addition of Bannister to the 
comb,nat»on of Penney and Kim also does not cure the deficiencies in the teachings of 
the comb.ned references with respect to at least these limitations. For all the reasons 
rected directly above and in the prior related sections of this response, it is submitted 
that Bannister. Kim, and Penney do not teach, show, or suggest the elements defined 
rn dependent claims 9. 17 and 18. 

In light of the remarks above, it is believed that the elements of claims 9 17 
and 18 would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art upon a 
read.ng of Penney, Kim, and Bannister, either separately or in combination. Thus it is 
submrtted that claims 9. 17. and 18 are allowable under 35 U.S.C. §103. Withdrawal of 
this rejection is respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable over 
Penney ,n view Kim. Bannister, and Jaspers. This rejection is respectfully traversed 

Claim 10 depends directly from claim 9. The combination of Penney. Kim and 
Banmster has already been discussed in the section immediately above in this 
response. j aS p ers was added to the combination of Kim, Bannister, and Penney 
because it was said that the latter combination of references did not disclose the 

n RoTto ^/r^^ f ° rmat ^ thS f ° rmat COnVerter ~«n» 

an RGB to YUV v,deo format matrix converter. See present Office Action at page 10 

But Jaspers does not cure the deficiencies in the teachings of Kim, Bannister, and 
Penney as already discussed above with respect to claims 1, 8 and 9. 
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For all the reasons recited directly above and in the prior related sections of this 
response, it is submitted that Jaspers, Bannister. Kim, and Penney do not teach show 
or suggest the elements defined in dependent claim 10. It is believed that the elements 
of c»a,m 10 would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art upon a 
reading of Penney, Kim, Bannister, and Jaspers, either separately or in combination 
Thus, it ,s submitted that claim 10 is allowable under 35 U.S.C. §103. Withdrawal of 
this rejection is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all the claims pending in 
th.s patent application are in condition for allowance. Entry of this amendment 
reconsideration of the application, and allowance of all the claims are respectfully 

solicited. J 

If. however, the Examiner believes that there are any unresolved issues requiring 
adverse final action in any of the claims now pending in the application, it is requested 
that the Examiner contact the applicant's attorney at (609) 734-6813, so that a mutually 
convenient date and time for a te.ephonic interview may be scheduled for resolving 
such issues as expeditiously as possible. 
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In the event there are any errors with respect to the fees for this response or any 
other papers related to this response, the Director is hereby given permission to charge 
any shortages and credit any overcharges of any fees required for this submission to 

Deposrt Account No. 07-0832. 



Patent Operations 
Thomson Licensing Inc 
P.O. Box 5312 

Princeton, New Jersey 08540 
December 7, 2007 




Reg. No. 42,804 
Phone (609) 734-6813 
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